REMARKS 



!n the OffiGS Action mailed May 24, 2010, She Examiner rejected claims 18, 19, 30, 32- 
36, 39 and 42, By way of the foregoing amendments and the markings to siiow char^ges 
Applicant amended claim 42, Applicants ipeifeve that claims 18-19, 30, 32-44 are pending. 
The foregoing amendments are takfen in th0 Int^^rest of ©Kpeding prosecution and there is no 
ifttetltlon 9f :$Mrrend^^^ mnge pf ©qiiival^its to which Appltciartt Would oflT^fwse iae ©ntitfed 
in view cif thet pmt 

Wiimpr, by tie pt^eserit am ft does FJot fpltovvf ttm th0; amend€«S 6!^trt}& ftave 

beqcjfne so perfect iri th^ir d^^^inpeoh that no pt^ could devise an equivsJenl After 
ameridrnfent as:b#)rei liriiiMt^ tfie at>f% M deacribe pr^s^fit invefrtp^ 
the paterit cMms naturaily prevent the Appltcanits fcprili captufirig evei^ rtp^ of ^e inventiofj 
or describing with eorhplete precisish the iiang^ of its obyelty or e^^Fy p^issible e^M|v^!erit> See, 
Festo Cbf p. v: Shok^isu Kihzbku Kbavo K^bM 62 USP02d 1705 (2D02). AGCOrtiirigiy, 
the toregotr^g aniendments me rftaide speiaficaily In the iptsr^i of expediting ptose<iutibn and 
them is hD inkrifidn of surrehderihg any range of eqdvalehts to which Ajpplicahts Msuld othew^ 
beentitied, 

CiaSm Re leetionis « 35 U.S.C, § 1 12. First Paragraph 

The office action rejected ciaim 42 alleging that claim 421s not Supported by the original 

disclGSure. Specifically, the office action alleged that "the first conveyor belt being raj|^cl ancj 

lovtfered " does not have support in the original discfosure. Appficants hespeef uiiy disagr^ with 

tte aiiegaiohs made in the office action. Applicants believe that supjpdri^fe this dmrn may be 

fcsund in the spec'rftcation of U.S. Patent Applicstidh Publibatipn No. 2007/0214923, 

Spediffcaily, jpafagraph ho; CH323 which states; 

In a further preferred embodiment, the device comprises a belt, for example a: 
conveyor or a portioning belt. With this belt, the shaped food product slices rirtay 
be configured into a portion and/or conveyed away by the belt. The belt may 
assist the shaping means in shaping the fbod product siioes- The ibelt rttay be 
mlsMllldJOWMld, in order for example to produce food prpdoct staples. Very 
particuiafiy preferably, the position of the means for shaping the food product 
slIcBs remains uhohanged refati'i^e to this belt, i.S; there is a rigid cdnnectioh 
between the means and the belt for at least some of the time. The change in 
position of the means for shaping the slices rnay ttien take piace Jointly with the 
portioning and'or conveyor belt. (Ernpiiasls added) 
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Applioants believe that the abcjve quoted paragraph provides adequate suppoft for ciaim 42 and 
Applieants raspeetfyily m€|y§§t lhat|;hi§ rejection be withdrawn:, 

Glate R0teetier>& ^ 3 ^, y.^^ § 112,, Sec ond Paragraph 

Th6 office action fleeted daim 18, 19, 30, 32-36, and 42 under 35 U.SX. § 112. 
seconcj paragmpll Ming inderfinife forflifing to particuterlSf psointoMtand distinctiy 

claim the siJijjeet matter, as the inv^rrtlon. The cffflce aetbn rejeeied 

ciaim 18 fbr ihqitMfng "b0fbr^ up." The office action appeal^ to: de 

th^t thss cialrri is iicjt propet' becausi^ tiij^ s}i(^ as showri fn IFigv 2 are nc^ comprBssesdi or 
mm/^^ Z, Thi§ pffij;;^ 0ctidri th0ri gfetes on havens when the 

f liceta begin to pil^ up:" jftppiica0t| ibfelieve that^ this und^rstahdmg fs coM the 
lifjguag^ of th^ (y^iryj, which^taies; ''cqmpJ^s^^ tiie front shaped sif(|e^j^ 



sHc© such that the shape of the front &bai?€id slice ^iidi the rear shaped siice Sf« Changed 
reiative ta the shstp^ of the food fsroduct aiici^ tii^re the siM af^e p8ed^^u^ Applicahts 
believe tiiat the efairrt as written is ciear and partioulariy points out and distinctly claims ihQ 
subject matter; thus, Appiicants respectfully request that the rejection be withdrawn. 

The office action rejected claim 42 alleging that "the process of stacking the slices is due 
to different speeds of the conveyor belts but not raising or lowering the first conveyor belt." 
Appiicants have amended claim 42 to clarify the ciaim:, ^Appiicants believe that the amendments to 
the claim render the rejecUon moot and resipectfuijy request that the rejection be wthdrawn* 

IIL Eiectiort/Re^lHcttotis 

The dfffce aetipn iatjeg^s ihat^ddjng a deteijtihg n^eans iri^ dlairri $7 and its dependehts 
CfBates ""aff) Irtvehtfbh disliftc^ arid ihdepeftd^ril Pf t^^^ 

Appircants tfavsE^e thisjassertio^ arid t^lieve by addlh^^ $t6^ of detee^ngto dli^fm 37 a 
distinct and incfependent inventidfl has n^^^ tb$ irty^htion pti$«iousiy claimed^ 

Furtherrhdrey ^e restnbtfon^^o a di|tg8?ti)ig mei^n?. Clatoi 37 ddes 

hot indttde a deteetlhg means, eiainfi 37 di^imsi a: steip of ?it least dne chamt^^ 

of the food product bipck to be slicked;, ai cilli-off food fjfdduct slipe, pr both." Thef^fdre, 
Applicants believe that the restriction requirement is improper and respectfully request that It be 
withdrawn and the cialms; examined. 
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Claim Relectj'ons - 35 U.SX. S 103 

The office action has failed to present facts as to where each a nd every efer«ant of the 
present invention is found in the references of record > The office action has not presented tacts 
as to where every element of qiaim 18 is found in a reference of record. Spedfic^ily, the office 
action has not presented facts^^ to where, 'compressing the froftt sha|f)ed siice and tlie rear 
Shaped ^Ji<J& fuch Ihgt tftig sh^pie of ifiie frpnt shap^ slioi^ ^nd irear shaped stioe am 
changed relative t9 th0^ 0^ before the sliced ^ pit^d uji'' is fdund 

iri ifte feferehiie^ f f records Th^^ ^(ffice; adtj^n lia^ not presented any fatits as to vi^ere diaim 39 
is found iti ftie ml5er^n66s of record. Gtatm 3^ s^ie% "wft^rein th^ first ocirtveydf bfeitassjM^^ 
the product folder in fbtdihg eadi focad produfi* sillee:" Tiie pffic^ #tion hgjs ^ifed;: to f>res0nt ar»y 
faist^ ais to daim 42, whicfh states, "'wHsreiri p0 first (Exsr^yeypi^ bfeit is i^ipd ; ^ricf fo\0r0d to 
asslsii in pitihg ujs food prdduct" 
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in view of Applicants' amendments and remarks; the Examioer's rejections are Miieved 
to be rendered moot Accordtngiy, Applicants submit that the present appiication is in eondltlon 
for aliowanfie and requests that, fte : Examiner pass «ie case to issue at. the earliest convenience, 
Shouki the Examiner have any question or wish to further discuss this appilcationr Appitcant 
reqsiests that the Exarrfir^er cor^tatii the untiersfgneci at (248) 292-2920, 

ff Ipf sorhe r^Sph ApptiGafithas ri{it^^r^ a suffidertt extension and/or hswe nst paid 
a sufBd^rit M fof thfe^ for the ^tMlbn nfeK?essa^ 

0f tilfs appl!c$itton< ptea^e CQrtsi<l#t^^^ period 
^nti/0r aMthprizaiipn to chari^0 our Depostt Aocqunt Nb, 50-1097 fbr any fil^ vv^ioh may be due. 
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